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We consider the stochastic reflection problem associated with a
self-adjoint operator A and a cylindrical Wiener process on a convex
set K with nonempty interior and regular boundary ¥ in a Hilbert
space H. We prove the existence and uniqueness of a smooth solu-
tion for the corresponding elliptic infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov
equation with Neumann boundary condition on X.

1. Introduction. Let us consider a stochastic differential inclusion in
a Hilbert space H,

{ dX(t) + (AX(t) + Ng(X(t)))dt > dW (t),
X(0) ==z.

Here A: D(A) C H — H is a self-adjoint operator, K ={z € H:g(z) <1},
where g: H — R is convex and of class C*°, Nk (z) is the normal cone to K
at © and W (t) is a cylindrical Wiener process in H (see Hypothesis 1.1 for
more precise assumptions). Obviously the expression in (1.1) is formal and
its precise meaning should be defined.

When H is finite-dimensional a solution to (1.1) is a pair of continuous
adapted processes (X,n) such that X is K-valued, 7 is of bounded variation
with dn concentrated on the set of times where X (¢) € ¥ (the boundary of
K) and

(1.1)

X(t)+/0tAX(s)ds+77(t)::L"+W(t), >0, P-as.,
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/0 Ndn®), X(0) - 2(1) 20, P-as,

for all z € C([0,T]; K). The existence and uniqueness of a solution (X,7) to
latter equation was first proven by Cépa in [5]. (See also [3] for a slightly
different formulation.)

Therefore, under the assumptions of [3] or [5], one can construct a tran-
sition semigroup in C'(K) by the usual formula

Pp(z) =E[p(X(t,2))],  t20, p € C(K).
The infinitesimal generator L of P; is the Kolmogorov operator
Ly = 3A¢ + (Az, Dy)

equipped with a Neumann condition at the boundary ¥ of K. (See, e.g., [3],
where the more general case of oblique derivative boundary conditions were
also considered.)

Let us go now to the infinite-dimensional situation. In this context (1.1)
was first studied by Nualart and Pardoux [18], when H = L2(0,1), A is the
Laplace operator with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions and K is
the convex set of all nonnegative functions of L?(0,1); see also [13].

The Kolmogorov operator in this situation was described by Zambotti
[21], in the space L?(H,v) where v is the law of the 3D-Bessel Bridge which
coincides with the unique invariant measure of (1.1). Zambotti was able to
show that the Dirichlet form

a(u,v):/K(Du,Dv> dv

is closable by proving a suitable integration by parts formula and to con-
struct the corresponding Markov semigroup.

Except the situation mentioned above, no existence and uniqueness results
for (1.1) are known for the infinite-dimensional equation (1.1). Also it was
so far open the characterization of the of the domain of the corresponding
Kolmogorov operator.

In this paper we shall consider a regular convex set K with nonempty
interior and, though this does not cover the case considered by [21], we are
able, however, to get sharp informations on the Kolmogorov generator for a
quite general class of convex sets K. In this way, though we are not able to
approach directly the stochastic variational problem (1.1), we can instead
find a regular solution of the corresponding infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov
equation equipped with the Neumann boundary condition,

(12) {w— LTe[D%g] - (z,ADg) = f, 2 €K,

<D907NK($)>:07 \V/QZ‘GE,
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where A >0 and f € L*(K,v).

In this way we obtain a Markov semigroup P; which by the results of [16]
provides a process corresponding to a martingale solution of (1.1) (see also
the forthcoming paper [1]).

A basic tool we are using is a co-area formula from Malliavin; see [17]
valid for g of class C°°. Moreover, in the Appendix we present a direct proof
of this formula when ¢ is C? and fulfills some additional conditions which
are covered in several situations, for instance when K is a ball; in that case
the co-area formula was proved (1979) by Hertle [14].

Let us explain the content of this paper. As we said, we take a convex
set of the form K ={x € H:g(x) <1} where g: H — R is of class C*° and
with second order derivative D?g positive definite. Then we consider the
probability measure v given for any Borel set I of K by

v(n) = 20
n(K)
where 4 is the Gaussian measure (corresponding to the linear problem with-
out reflection) of mean 0 and covariance @ = %A‘l.

In Section 2, by exploiting a basic infinite-dimensional co-area formula,
see [17], we are able to prove an integration by parts formula for v. This
allows us to show in Section 3 that the Dirichlet form

a(u,v):/K(Du,Dv> dv

is closable (see also [1] for a different approach). In this way, by the usual
variational theory, we can define its generator N and construct the corre-
sponding Markov transition semigroup F;, which is reversible since N is self
adjoint.

In Section 4 we study the Kolmogorov equation (1.2) by the classical
method of penalization

1 1
Ape — 2 TI“[D2<PE] + (2, ADp.) + E@f — g (z), Dee) = f, v € H,

(1.3)
where Il (x) is the projection of x on K. We show that {p.} strongly
converges to the solution ¢ = (Al — N)~!f of (1.2) and that

D(N) C {gp e W*3(K,v) :/ |AY2Dy|? dv < 400
(1.4) ®
and (Dy, Ng(z)) =0 on E}.

These results seem to be new in infinite dimensions; see [2, 3, 7] for the
finite-dimensional case.
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Finally, Section 5 is devoted to equations of the form

{dX(t) + (AX(t) + F(X(t)) + Ng(X(t))) dt 5 dW (1),
X(0) ==,

where I': H — H is a nonlinear perturbation of A.

In Section 5.1 we assume that F'= DV where V:H — R is a regular
potential. This case is an easy generalization of the previous one (i.e., when
F =0), namely measure v is replaced by the following one:

(1.5)

e—2V(x)
dx) = v(dx).
) pe )
This extension is briefly described in that section.
In Section 5.2 the case of a bounded Borel function F', not necessarily of
potential type, is considered. Here we can solve the Kolmogorov equation

(1.6) { Ap = 3 Te[D?p] + (x, ADyp) — (F(z),Dp) = f,  z€K,

(Dp, Nk (z)) =0, Yz ey

by a straightforward perturbation argument, taking avantage of the inclu-
sion (1.4). In this way we obtain a solution ¢ € D(NN) of (1.6) only for A
sufficiently large. Also, obviously, measure v is not invariant for the corre-
sponding semigroup Q. However, using the fact that operator ); is compact
in L?(K,v), we can show the existence of an invariant measure ¢ for Q; so
that the extension of Q; to L!(K,() is the natural transition semigroup as-
sociated with (1.5). Notice, however, that this semigroup is not reversible
(when F' is not of potential type).

We conclude this section by precising assumptions and notation which
will be used throughout in what follows.

Assumptions. We are given a real separable Hilbert space H (with scalar
product (-,-) and norm denoted by |- |). Concerning A, K and W we shall
assume that:

HypoTHEsIS 1.1. (i) A: D(A) C H — H is a linear self-adjoint operator
on H such that (Az,z) > d|x|?,Vz € D(A) for some § > 0. Moreover, A~ is
of trace class.

(ii) There exists a convex C° function g: H — R with D?g positively
defined, that is, (D%g(z)h,h) > ~v|h|?, Vh € H where v > 0, such that

K={zeH:g(z) <1}, Y={zeH:g(z)=1}.

(iii) W is a cylindrical Wiener process on H of the form

W(t)=> Be(ter,  t>0,
k=1
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where {5} is a sequence of mutually independent real Brownian motions on
a filtered probability spaces (2, F,{F;}t>0,P) (see, e.g., [8]) and {ex} is an
orthonormal basis in H which will be taken as a system of eigen-functions
for A for simplicity, that is,

Aej, = apey, Vk € N,

where oy, > 9.
We notice that the interior K is nonempty since D?g is positive definite.

Notation. We denote by B(H) [resp. B(K)] the o-field of all Borel subsets
of H (resp. K) and by P(H) [resp. P(K)] the set of all probability measures
on (H,B(H)) [resp. (K,B(K))].

Everywhere in the following D is the derivative of a function ¢: H — R.
By D?¢:H — L(H, H) we shall denote the second derivative of ¢. We shall
denote also by Cy(H) and CF(H),k € N, the spaces of all continuous and
bounded functions on H and, respectively, of k-times differentiable functions
with continuous and bounded derivatives. The space Ck(K ),k € N, is defined
as the space of restrictions of functions of Cf(H) to the subset K.

The boundary of K will be denoted by ¥. Nk (x) is the normal cone to
K at z, that is,

Nig(x)={z€ H:(z,y —z) <0,Yy € K}.

Moreover, we shall denote by dg(z) the distance of x from K and by Ix
the indicator function of K,

0, ifre K,
IK(x)_{—Foo, ifzé¢ K.

For any € > 0, U, will represent the Moreau approximation of Ix given by
1 1
Unte) =int{ Ic(y) + 5l — Py e H) = Sdilal, wed,

It is well known that

1
DUE(az):E(x—HK(a:)), reH,e>0,

where IIx (z) is the projection of x over K. In particular, we have
(1.7) D(d%(z)) =2 —Hg(x)  VaeKC,
(K¢ is the complement of K) which implies

x — g (x)

(1.8) DdK(x) = dK(l‘)

Vo € K°.



6 V. BARBU, G. DA PRATO AND L. TUBARO

We denote by n(Ilx (z)) the exterior normal at Ik (z),
x — g (x)

Va e K°.

(Il (2)) =
From (1.8) we deduce that
(1.9) D(z —Hg(z)) = Ddg(z) @ Ddg (z) + dy (z)D?*dg () Vo e K°.

Finally, p will represent the Gaussian measure in H with mean 0 and
covariance operator

Q=1a"
Since A is strictly positive p is nondegenerate and full. We set
1
A= — vk eN,
20%

so that
Qek = A€k Vk e N.

We denote by £4(H) the space of all real and imaginary parts of exponen-
tial functions e h € D(A). Then the operator D:E4(H) C L*(H,u) —
L?(H,u; H) is closable in L?(H, i) and the domain of its closure is denoted
by W2(H, 1) (the Sobolev space).

The following integration by parts formula for the measure p is well known
(see, e.g., [9]). For any ¢,v € WY2(H, u) and z € H,

(110) [ (De.QP2ppdu=~ [ (Dv.QV2)pdu+ [ Wepwdn,
H H H

where W, represents the white noise function,
o0
1
(1.11) W, (x) = Z W(m,ekﬂz,ek) Vz and p-a.e. z € H.
_ k

We recall that W, is a Gaussian random variable in L?(H, ;) with mean 0
and covariance |z|?.

2. The measure p conditioned to K. We denote by v the Gaussian
measure p conditioned to K, that is,
p(KNI)
v(l)=——= VI e B(H).
(=" (1)
Since p is full and K is nonempty, this definition is meaningful. We notice
that, thanks to Hypothesis 1.1(ii) the surface measure psy; is well defined (see
[17]).
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We want now to prove an integration by parts formula with respect to
measure v which generalizes (1.10). For this it is convenient to introduce a
sequence of approximating measures {v }.~o defined by,

(2.1) ve(dz) = pe(x)p(de), reH,
where,
(2.2) pela) = 27 e el
and
(2.3) Ze = / e_l/ad%(y),u(dy).
H
Notice that, by the dominated convergence theorem,
(2.4) lim Z. = Zy = p(K).
whereas
. 1, ifreK,
(2:5) lim pe () = {o, if v ¢ K.
So, we have
(2.6) limv, =v weakly in P(H).
e—0
Moreover
2

(2.7) Dpe(z) = ——pe()(z — Ik (2)),

so that p. € Wh2(H, ).
We shall denote by L?(K,v) the space of all v-square-integrable functions
on K with the scalar product

(w0206 = [ ula)o(a)v(de)

and the norm |u|%2(K v = <u,U>L2(K,u)-

2.1. The integration by parts formula. Here we are going to derive from
(1.10), an integration by parts formula for the measure v.. Let p € C}(H), 2 €
H, then, since p. € W2(H, 1), we find from (1.10) that

/ (D, Q"?2) dv. = / (D, Q"?2)pe dps
H H

=—/ cp(Dlogpe,Ql/22>dva+/ W dve.
H H
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Since,
1
Dlog p-(z) = —E(l’ — k),
we find the formula

[ (De.Q22pwldn) = < [ o)~ T (2),Q/22)v.(da)
28 7 i
+ [ W@l (do).
H

LEMMA 2.1. Let ¢ € CL(H),z € H. Then there exists the limit
1

. z e i - 1/2
lim JZ(¢p) = lim ~ Hs@(x)@c gz, Q" 2)ve(dx)

N /2 p(y)(n(y), Q' 2)us (dy).

where n(y) =Vg(y)/|Vg(y)| is the exterior normal to ¥ at y and uy is the
surface measure on ¥ induced by p (see [17]).

(2.9)

Proor. First we notice that

1
o(z)dx (2) (n(g (z)), QY2 2)e~ Mk @/ ().
€Z: J{dy (x)>0}

JZ ((10) =

By the co-area formula (see [17], page 140) (see also Theorem A.5 below)
we have

(2.10) [ sutan = [ [ T £, (dy) | dr.

Notice that the surface measure is defined for all » > 0 taking into account
([17], Theorem 6.2, Chapter V); moreover ([17], Theorem 1.1, Corollary
6.3.2, Chapter V), give the continuity property in Theorem 6.3.1 of [17],
Chapter V. Setting in (2.10)

f=(1—15)p(x) dr () (g (z)), QV2z)e Uk @)/e,

we get

+oo 5
T = e [ )T (w), Q12 s ().

Hence, setting £ = /es, yields

e =5 [T tds [ o)k (9),Q 2 s (d),
2 VeEs+1



KOLMOGOROV EQUATION 9

So (2.9) follows. O

We are now in position to prove the announced integration by parts for-
mula.

THEOREM 2.2. Let p € C}(H),z € H. Then for any z € H we have

[ (De(a), Q122 pw(d)
K

= ZM(K)/Zso(y)(n(y)7Q1/22>uz(dy)

(2.11)
+ /K W, (x)e(x)v(dx).

PRrROOF. The conclusion of the theorem follows letting ¢ — 0 in (2.8) and
taking into account Lemma 2.1. [

2.2. The Sobolev space WY2(K,v). We shall define space W12(K,v) by
proving, as it is usual, closability of the gradient. For this we need a lemma.

LeEMMA 2.3.  The space

Co(K):={pecCYK):¢p=0 on X}

is dense in L*(K,v).

PROOF. It is enough to show that if ¢ € C'(K) then there exists a
sequence {@, } C Cd(K) such that
(2.12) lim p, = ¢ in L*(K,v).

a—0

Let {Xa}ac(0,1) € C*(R) be a sequence such that,

(r) = 1, for r € 10,1 — af,
XolT) = 0, for r > 1.

Setting now
Pa(r) = Xalg(x))p(z)  Vae(0,1),

we see that {@a}tae(,1) C C5(K) and (2.12) follows from the dominated
convergence theorem. [

PROPOSITION 2.4. The mapping
D:CYK)cC L*(K,v) — L*(K,v; H), © — Do,

1s closable.



10 V. BARBU, G. DA PRATO AND L. TUBARO
PrOOF. Let (¢,) C C'(K) be such that
0n — 0 in L?(K,v), Dy, - F in L?(K,v; H)

as n — oo. We have to show that F' =0. Let ¢ € C}(K) and z € H. Then
by (2.11) with ¢, replacing ¢ (see Theorem 2.2) we have that

[ (Den(a). Q22w d)
~— [ (Dv(@). Q22 )en(a)v(de)
(2.13) " % i) ). Q2 2)us(dy)
+ [ W@ da)
== [ (Dv@).Q 2 2)pu(@wide) + [ W@)n@wi@ide),
K K
since 1 vanishes on Y. Letting n — oo we find that
| (F@.Q )0 @)n(dr) =0,

This implies F'= 0 in view of the arbitrariness of ¢ and z [recall Lemma 2.3
and that Q'/2(H) is dense in H]. O

We shall still denote by D the closure of D and by W2(K,v) its domain
of definition. W2(K,v) is a Hilbert space with the scalar product

(pVIwrz(r ) = /K [ + (D, D)) dv.

2.3. The trace of a function of W2(K,v). In order to define the trace
of a function ¢ € W12(K,v) we need a technical lemma.

LEMMA 2.5.  Assume that ¢ € C’l} (H). Then the following estimate holds,

1020w )s(ay)
(2.14)

< C(/K ©*(x)v(dr) + /K ]Dcp(a:)]zu(da:)),

where C is a suitable constant.
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PrOOF. Here we follow [12]. Let p € C1(K). Set F(z) = Dg(z). In par-

ticular F'(z) = |Dg(x)n(x) for x € X. Then, replacing in (2.11) ¢ with
M FrLp? and z with ey, one gets

/ Ne Dy Frp0? dv + 2)y, / FpDypdv
K K

= Qu(l_K) /2)\k\Dg(?J)Kn(?J)’€k>2<,02(y)ug(dy) +/kaFk<,021/(dx).
It follows that
/Z Me| Dg(y)[(n(y), ex)* o> (y) s (dy)

21(K)
/)\kaggp dv + — / v(dz) + )\k/ |Dyo|?v(dx)

—/ rp Fro®v(de).
K

Now the conclusion follows summing up over k, since |Dg| is bounded below
on . [

Now we can define the trace v(¢) on ¥ of a function ¢ € Wh2(K,v). Let us
consider a sequence {¢,} C C1(K) strongly convergent to ¢ in W12(K,v).
Then by (2.14) it follows that the sequence {|Q'/?n(y)|(¢,)x} is convergent
in L?(X, ux) to some element 5(p) € L?(2, pux). Then we set

1 N
Y(o)(y) = m%sﬁ)(y), px-a.s.

By inequality (2.14) it follows that this definition is consistent, that is, is in-
dependent of the sequence {¢,,} and the map ¢ — |Q'/?n(y)|y(y) is contin-
uous from W'2(K,v) — L*(X, us). Notice also that though |QY?n(y)| >0
for all y € ¥ it is not however bounded from below in infinite dimensions.
Now the following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.5 and the
density of C}(H) in WH2(K,v).

PROPOSITION 2.6. Assume that ¢ € WY2(K,v). Then:

(1) 1Q"*n(y)|r(p) € L*(B, ux),
(ii) the following estimate holds,

120w )s(dy)

<c([ P@ptdn)+ [ Dota)Puln) ).

We notice that if H is finite-dimensional and @ = I formula (2.15) reduces
to a classical result since |Q'/?n(y)| =1 on X.

(2.15)
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2.4. Compactness of embedding W12(K,v) C L?>(K,v). We first show
the log-Sobolev estimate for v.

PROPOSITION 2.7. For all p € WY2(H, v) we have
1
(2.16) /ch2 log (%) dv < A_l/H 1Dl dv + [l 22 (11,0 g (12l 2 1,)-

PROOF. It is enough to show (2.16) for ¢ € C1(H). By [6] (see also [9]
and [10]) we know that the log-Sobolev estimate holds for the measure v,

@10 [ GPlog(e?)dve < 1 [ Dol dve + 1013y o8 10101
Now the conclusion follows by (2.6) letting € tend to 0. O

We can now prove the following result.

PROPOSITION 2.8. The embedding WY2(K,v) C L>(K,v) is compact.

PROOF. Let {©,} be a sequence in W2(K, v) such that

(2.18) [ G+ IDguyav < .
K

We have to show that there exists a subsequence of {p,} convergent in
L?(K,v). For this we proceed as in [6] noticing that, thanks to the log-
Sobolev inequality (2.16), {¢,} is uniformly integrable and so, it is enough to
find a subsequence of {¢,,} pointwise convergent to an element of L?(K,v).
Let {Xa}ae(0,1) C C'(R) be such that,

(i) we have

1, for r € 10,1 — 2a],
Xa(r)_{(), forr>1—a.
(i) [ ()] < 2,¥a > 0.
Set now

@n(2) = Xa(9(2))pn(x)  Vae(0,1/2).

We claim that for each « € (0,1/2) the sequence {9 }nen is bounded in
WY2(H, i1). We have in fact

| et du= [ 1earav<c
H H
and, since

Dy (7) = Xa(9(2)) Dipn () + Xa(9(x))en(z)Dy(x),



KOLMOGOROV EQUATION 13

we have
N 2
| Dy ()] < [Dipp ()| + a!Dg\oo\son(fc)\-

Therefore, there is a positive constant C?, such that
/ | Dy |* du < Co.
H

Recalling that the embedding W12(H, ) C L?(H,p) is compact (see, e.g.,
[8]), we can construct a subsequence {¢]; ( a)} which is convergent in L2(H, 1)
and then another subsequence which is pointwise convergent. This implies
that for each a € (0,1, {¢n, ()} is p-a.e. convergent on K, = {z:g(x) <
1—2a}.

Now, by a standard diagonal procedure we can find a subsequence {¢y, }
pointwisely convergent as required. [J

2.5. The Sobolev space W*?(K,v). 1t is easily seen that for all h,k € N
the linear operator

DyDy:C*(K) C L*(K,v) = L*(K,v), @+ DyDyp,

is closable. If ¢ belongs to the domain of the closure of Dp Dy (which we
shall still denote by Dy D;.) we shall say that Dy, Dy belongs to L%(K,v).
Now we define W2?2(K,v) as the space of all functions ¢ € W2(K,v) such
that Dy, Dy € L(K,v) for all h,k € N and

> [ IDuDipl@)Prlda) < +oc.
hk=1

W?22(K,v) is a Hilbert space with the inner product

(e waeicn =@ ilwiagen + . [ DuDigp(a)DuDyp(av(da).
hi=1"EK

If o € W2*2(K,v) we can define a Hilbert-Schmidt operator D?p(x) on K
for v-almost all z € K by setting

D)y 5= Y. DaDegp(a)gsen) (zrer) Vg2 € B
k=1

We show now that if ¢ € W?2(K,v), then one can define the trace on
> of Dy. Similarly to the definition of the trace of ¢ on ¥ we define
1Q'2n(y) |y (D) = lim, o0 |QY*n(y)|v(Dex) in L2(X, ux) for all {p,} C
C*(K), on — ¢ in W22(K,v).

Proposition 2.9 below shows that this trace is well defined.
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PROPOSITION 2.9. Assume that ¢ € W?2(K,v). Then:

(i) 1Q*n()|lv(Dy)| € L (%, px),
(ii) the following estimate holds,

120 ()P (De(y) Pus(dy)
(2.19)

<c( [ Do) Putdn) + [ 11D (@) Ploda) ).

PrROOF. Let ¢ € W22(K,v) and let {p,} C C*(K) strongly convergent
to ¢ in W22(K,v). For i € N we apply (2.15) to D;p,,. We have

[ 1D9(w)1Q 20w Din ) Pus(d)

<c( [ Diga@Prtdn) + [ DD (w)r(dr) ).

Summing up on i yields
[ 1D9@)l1Q2n(w) 1D u(w) s (dy)

gc(/KrDcpn(:c)\2y(dx)+ Z/K‘Djpi(pn(x)Py(dx))

ij=1

Then letting n — co we see that {QY?n(y)|y(Dyy)} is strongly convergent
in L?(K,v) and so (i) and (ii) follow. O

When it will be no danger of confusion we shall simply set Dy instead
of v(De).

2.6. The Sobolev space WI}"2(K, v). We define WI}"2(K, v) as the space
of all functions ¢ € W12(K,v) such that

>0 [ IDnpla)Pulde) < +oc.
3 H
It is easy to see that Wj"2(K ,v) is a Hilbert space with the inner product
(e = [ A0 da) + 3 2w [ Dugle) D).

If pe Wig(K,I/) we can define an element of K, AY2Dg(z) for v-almost
all x € K by setting

(AV2D(a)y) = S MDpp@)(yen) Wy H.
h=1
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3. The Dirichlet form associated to v. We define the symmetric Dirichlet
form

o) = [ (De.Dv)dv Vo € Dla) = WK, w) x WK, v).

Since, as seen earlier, D is closed in L?(K,v) we infer that the form a is
closed in the sense of [15], page 315, and as a matter of fact the form a is
the closure of ag(p, ) = [, (Dp, D) dv,Yo,1 € C}(H).

By the Lax—Milgram theorem there exists an isomorphism

N:WE(K, v) — (Wh2(K,v))*
[where (W12(K,v))* is the dual space of W2?(K,v)] such that
(p9) +ale, ) =N, 9) Vo, e WH(K,v).

(Here (-,-) means the duality between W12(K,v) and (W12(K,v))* which
coincides with (-,-)2(x,) on L*(K,v).) We can identify L*(K,v) with its
dual and, so, we have the well-known continuous and dense inclusions

Wh2(K,v) c L*(K,v) c (WY (K, v))*.

Now we define a linear operator N : D(N) C L?(K,v) — L?(K,v) as follows.
We say that ¢ € D(N) if it belongs to W12(K, ) and that there exists C > 0
such that

(3.1) ‘ /K (D, D) dv

SC’|¢|L2(K,u) \v/wGWlQ(K’V)‘

This inequality implies that N'¢ € L?(K,v). Finally, if ¢ € D(N) we set
No=35(I-N)g.
In other words,

(3.2) (No,yp) = —3a(p, ) Vo, e WH(K,v).

THEOREM 3.1. Operator N is self adjoint in L*>(K,v) and v is an in-
variant measure for N,

(3.3) /Kngdl/:O Vo e D(N).

PRrROOF. By the closedness and symmetry of a it follows that N is closed
and symmetric. Moreover, by the Lax—Milgram theorem, applied to symmet-
ric bilinear form (u,v) — A{u,v) + a(u,v), we see that the range R(\ — N)
of A\l — N coincides with L?(K,v) for all A > 0. Notice also that by (3.1)

(3.4) (No, ) =—31Deli2(k,y Ve €D(N).
(K,v)
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As regards (3.3) it is immediate by definition of N. O

It is useful to notice also that for each f € L*(K,v),
(A = N)THf ={o: M) 12 (k) + 50(0, %)
= (£ ¥) L), Y € WH(K )}

4. The penalized problem. We are here concerned with the penalized
equation

(4‘1) { dXE(t) + (AXe(t) + Be(Xa(t))) dt = dWy,

X:(0) =z,

where € > 0, and
1
Be(x):g(l’—HK(x)) Vo € H.

Since f is Lipschitz, (4.1) has a unique mild solution X (t,z).
The corresponding Kolmogorov operator reads as follows,

(42) N€90:L90_<5€($)7D90>7 SpegA(H)v e>0,
where L is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator
Ly=3Te[D*¢] — (2, ADy),  p€Ea(H).

It is well known that v, [defined in (2.1)—(2.3)] is an invariant measure for
N; and that

@3 [ Nepvdv.——3 [ (DeDo) v Vp.v et

Moreover, since (. is Lipschitz continuous, operator N, is essentially m-
dissipative in L?(H,v.) (we still denote by N. its closure) and E4(H) is a
core for N. see [9].

Section 4.1 below is devoted to prove several estimates for the (A —
N.)~'f where f € L?(H,v.). Then these estimates are used in Section 4.2
to prove that (A — N.)~'f converges as ¢ — 0 for any f € L?(K,v) to
(M — N)~!f. Moreover we shall end up the section giving sharp informations
about the domain of V.

4.1. Estimates for (A\I — N.)71f. We need a lemma.

LEMMA 4.1. Let A>0, o€ E4(H) and set
(4.4) fe=Xp — Nzop.
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Then the following estimates hold

1
(4.5) / cp2 dv. < —/ ffdl/a,
H N
2
(4.6) / \D(p\zduag—/ f2dv.,
H AJH
1
)\/ 1D¢y2du€+—/ Tr[(D?%p)?] dz/e—i—/ |AY2 Dy|? dv,
H 2/ H
(4.7) .
+ - ((I = Dllg(z)) Dy, Do), §4/ ff dv..
€ JKke H

PrOOF. Multiplying both sides of (4.4) by ¢, taking into account (4.3)
and integrating in v. over H, yields

1
(4.8) /\/1{902617/6‘1’§/H|D90|2d7/€:/H90fedV€-

Now (4.5) and (4.6) follow easily from the Hélder inequality. To prove (4.7)
let us differentiate in the direction of ej both sides of (4.4). We obtain

1 o0
ADyp — Ne Dy + o Dy + z > (Onk — (x(x)en, ex)) D = Dy f-.
h=1

Multiplying both sides of (4.4) by Dy, taking into account (4.3), integrating
in v, over H and then summing up over k, yields

A 1D v+ [ TDReP dve+ [ AV DR v
(4.9) H 2Ju H

+§/c<(I_DHK($))D907D‘p>dV€:L<D¢,Df5>dye.

Noting finally that, again in view of (4.3),
| e.nfydve=2 [ fav.-on [ fpdv.<a [ frav,
H H H H
the conclusion follows. [
Now we are able to prove the announced estimates.

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let A\>0, f € L?>(H,v.) and let . be the solution
of the equation

(4'10) Ape — N = f.
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Then @. € W22(H,v,), AV2Dy, e L?(H,v.) and the following estimates
hold

(4.11) /gpgduagi/ f2d1/5,

H A2y
(4'12) /|D(70€|2d1/€§g/ f2d7/€,

H AJH

1
A/H|D%|2du€+5/}{1}[(1)%9%@+/H|A1/2D%|2dy€
(4.13) 1

42 [ (0~ Dlk@)Dee, Dodv. <4 [ v,

PROOF. Inequality (4.11) is obvious since N; is dissipative. Let us pro-
ve (4.12). Let A >0, f € L?(H,v.) and let . be the solution of (4.10). Since
Ea(H) is a core for N, there exists a sequence {¢. n}neny C E4(H) such that

nh_{go Pen 7 Pes nh—>Igo Newen — Newe in L2(H, Ve).

Set fon = Apepn — Neen. Clearly, f.,, — f as n— oo in L*(H,ve).
We claim that ¢. € WY2(H,v.) and that
lim Dy, — Dy in L*(H,v.; H).

Let in fact m,n € N, then by (4.6) it follows that

1
/ ‘DQDE,N_D(p&deV&S ﬁ/ ‘fa,n_fa,m‘zdya-
H H

Therefore the sequence {.,}nen is Cauchy in WH?(H,v.) and the claim
follows. Estimate (4.13) can be proved similarly. [J

We conclude this section with an integration by parts formula needed
later. We set

V={yeW"(K,v):|Q"*nlp € L*(Z, us)}.

LEMMA 4.3. Let ¢ € D(N.) and ¢ € V. Then the following identity
holds.

[ Negwdv=—3 [ (Do D)

(4.14) :
Y (D) n)) dis.



KOLMOGOROV EQUATION 19

ProoOF. Taking in account that £4(H) is a core for N, it is sufficient
to prove (4.14) for p € £4(H). By the basic integration by parts formula we
deduce, for any ¢ € N and 1 € V' that

| DieDwdv =~ [ Digvdv+ ﬁ [ D) )it dus

1
—I——/ $iDi901,DdV.
Ai Ji

Now, summing up on ¢ yields

1
| (De.Dvydv—— [ DX dv + e D) 0w dus

+2 /K(a;, ADp)) dv.

That is nothing else but (4.14). O

4.2. Convergence of {¢:}. We are going to show that the sequence {p.}
is convergent in L?(K,v). We first note that for f € Cy(H) we have

(4.15) %@g:EAmeJULn@@»ﬁ V€ H.

Now, by a standard argument it follows that from (4.15) that if f € CL(H)
we have

1
(4.16) sup |[Depe(z)| < XHDJCHCI,(H) Ve, A > 0.
rxeH
Theorem 4.4 is the main result of this section.

THEOREM 4.4. Let A >0, f € L*(K,v) and let ¢. be the solution of
(4.10). Then {¢:} is strongly convergent in L*(K,v) to ¢ = (A — N)~1f
where N is defined by (3.1).

Moreover, the following statements hold:

(1) hme—>0D905 :D(')D in L2(K7V7H)}

(ii) e Wy (H,v)N\W22(K,v),
(iii) ¢ fulfills the Neumann condition

(4.17) j—i(:p) = (Dy(z),n(x)) =0 on 3,

where (D(x),n(z)) is defined by Proposition 2.9 and |Q"/?n(z)|(Dy(z),n(x)) €
L2(E7 ME)
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Proor. Without danger of confusion we shall denote again by f the
restriction f|gx of f to K. In fact each f € L?(K,v) can be extended by 0
outside K to a function in L?(H,v). By this convention, everywhere in the
sequel (A\I — N)~Lf for f € L?(H,v) means (Al — N)~'f|k.

Step 1. We have

(4.18) lim p. = (M —N)"'f  in L*(K,v).
e—0

In fact by (4.11), (4.12) and the compactness of the embedding of W2(K, v)
in L?(K, v) it follows that there exist a sequence {e;} — 0 and ¢ € W12(K,v)
such that

Ve, = P strongly in L*(K,v),
Dy., — Dy weakly in L?(K,v).
Let 1 € CL(H) and consider the identity

1
§/I;<D9067D¢>dye:/;{(f_/\@e)deE,

which is equivalent to

(19) 5 [ (DpeDv) v+ [ (DpeDw)dv= [ (1A

Since, we have

2
’/ (D., D) dv, g/ ]Dcpa\2dl/€/ | Dap|? dv.
Ke H Ke

<3 [ sav. [ DuP v 0
AJH K¢

as € — 0, we deduce, letting € — 0 in (4.19) that

1
5 e[ (1-dewdv wweciun

Obviously, this identity extends to all v € W12(H,v), which implies that

@ = (A — N)~1f and that . — ¢ strongly in L?(K,v).
Step 2. We have

lim Dy, =Dy  in L*(K,v; K).
e—0
We first assume that f € C}(H). Let us start from the identity (4.8),

1
(4'20) 5/ ‘DﬁpePdVa:/ ()\Spe_f)cpadljm
H K
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which implies

1
hmg/ |D906|2d7/€:/ (Ap — flepdv
H K

e—0

(4.21) X
~(Npg) =3 [ IDgf dv
K

Here we have used the fact that

lim |Dg.|? dv.(z) =0,

e—=0JK

which follows taking into account (4.16).
Therefore there exists a sequence {gj} such that

Pe,, = P, strongly in L*(K,v),
Dy., — Do, weakly in L?(K,v; H),

lim/ \Dgpek]2d1/:/ |Dy|? dv.
K K

k—00

This implies that Dy, — D¢ strongly in L*(K,v; H).
We finally assume that f € L?(H,v). Since C}(H) is dense in L?(

there exists a sequence {f,,} C C}(H) strongly convergent in L*(K;v) t

Set @ne = (A — N.)"1f,. By (4.12) we have
2
/ D — D(pn75|2du€ < X/ |f — fn|2dV,
H K
which implies
2
/ |D‘10€ _D‘pn,e|2dV§ X/ |f_fn|2dV-
K K

So, again D, — D¢ strongly in L?(K,v; H).
Step 3. We have

(4.22) 0 e WK, v HY NW2(K;v).

21

K,v),
of.

By estimate (4.13) we have that {¢.} is bounded in W22(K,v). There-

fore there is a subsequence, still denoted {p.} which converges to
W22(K,v). In the same way we see that ¢ € Wj‘z(K, viH).

Step 4. Checking the Neumann condition for ¢.

From (4.14) we get

@ in

J Neewav=—5 | (Dge. DV vt~ [ 063(D0).m0) dis.
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Recalling that N.¢. = Ap. — f — Ap — f = Ny in L?*(K,v) and that

Q1 (y)|{(7(De:),n(y)) = |Q"*n(y)|(v(Dy), n(y)) in L*(E, ) by Propo-
sition 2.9, by (i) and by (3.4) we obtain

LoD m@)wdis =0 eV

which implies (4.17) as claimed. [The set {v(¢)):¢) € V'} is dense in L(Z, us).]
This completes the proof. [

In particular, taking into account that D(N) is equal to the range of
(M — N)~! we derive by Theorem 4.4 the following result, which gives a
sharp information on the structure of the domain of V.

COROLLARY 4.5. We have

(4.23) D(N)cC {cp € Wj"z(H, V) NW2(K,v): %g@(m) =0 on Z}.

We notice also that for ¢ € D(N) regular N is the classical elliptic
differential operator in H. More precisely, we have

COROLLARY 4.6. IfTr D*p € L*(K,v), (x,ADy) € L*(K,v) and % (y) =
0,Vy € ¥ then ¢ € D(N) and

(4.24) No(z)=1TrD?p — (v,ADyp)  VzeK.
PROOF. By integration by parts formula (2.11) we see that

/K<D<,0,D1/J>V(da;) =— /K<% Tr D%p — (a:,ADcp>>y(dx)
(4.25)

1 dy
) ey
) W) g, Was(dy) Y
which in virtue of (iv) and (3.2) implies (4.24) as claimed. O

REMARK 4.7. We conjecture that in Corollary 4.5 one has equality in
relation (4.23), but we failed to prove it. This happens when N is replaced
by the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck generator L and v by the Gaussian measure p
(see [9]).

Notice also that if ¢ € D(N) we cannot conclude that Tr D?p € L?(K,v)
and (z, ADy) € L?(K,v). This is obviously true if H is finite-dimensional.
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5. Perturbation results.

5.1. Perturbation by a reqular gradient. Let us consider the stochastic
differential inclusion,

{ AX (1) + (AX(t) + DV(X (£)) + Nk (X (1)) dt > dW (1),

(5.1) X0 2

where A, K and W are as before and V: H — R is a C? function such that

DV € CH(H; H).
Let us introduce a probability measure ¢ € P(K) by setting

((dz) = Zc_le_2v(x)l/(dx),

where
ZC:/ eV Wy (dy).
K

Arguing as in the proof of (2.11), we can show the following integration by
parts formula.

THEOREM 5.1. Let o € CH(H). Then for any z € H we have
[ (Dp(a),@122)¢ ()
K
= [ @)DV (@),Q" 22 ()
+ o [ o)), Q2 2)e W ()
2u(K)Z¢ Js ’
+ [ W@p()d)

Now all considerations of Sections 2, 3 and 4 can be easily generalized. In
particular, estimate (4.7) reads as follows

1
A [ IDeldé + 5 [ D de+ [ 142Dl dc.
H H H

(6:3)  + [ (DV-De.Dgdec+ - [ (I~ Dllk(@)Dy, D) de.

<4 2.

In conclusion, we arrive at the following result.
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THEOREM 5.2.  The operator N (defined as in Section 3 with the Dirich-
let form induced by ) is self adjoint in L*(K,() and ¢ is an invariant mea-
sure for N,

(5.4) / NpdC=0  VeeD(N).
K
Moreover, we have

(5.5) D(N)cC {go e WL (H,O)nW*A(K,(): %g@(m) =0 on 2}.

(Details are omitted.)

5.2. Perturbation by a bounded Borel drift. Let F': H — H be bounded
and Borel and consider the stochastic differential inclusion,
dX(t)+ (AX(t) + F(X(t)) + Ng(X(t)))dt > dW(t),
(5.6)
X(0)==.
Let moreover G be the linear operator in L?(K,v) defined as
(5.7) Go=Np+(F(z),D¢),  ¢€D(N).
PROPOSITION 5.3. G is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly contin-

wous compact semigroup Q; on L*(K,v). Moreover its resolvent (A — G) ™!
1$ given by

(5.8) MN-G) L=\ -N)"t1-1y)"", A > o,
where
(5.9) )\0:2|]F|](2):2sup]F(a:)]2
rzeH
and

(5.10)  Thp(z) = (F(x), DM — N) " Lop(z)), Ve Ll*(K,v), z€K.

PROOF. Let A >0, f € L?(K,v). Consider the equation

(5.11) Ap—No —(F(z),Dp) = f.
Setting 1 = Ap — N (5.11) becomes
(5.12) Yv-—Tp=f,

where T}, is defined by (5.10).
On the other hand, by (4.12) it follows that

—1.,12 2 2
/H\D(AI—N) b dng/Hzp dv,
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so that

2
T2t < 2PNl

Therefore if A > X\g (5.11) has a unique solution and the conclusion follows.
Finally, the compactness property of @ for t > 0 follows from (5.9) and
the compactness of operator (Al — N)~1. O

We want now to show that operator G possesses an invariant measure ¢
absolutely continuous with respect to v. For this let us consider the adjoint
semigroup ();; we denote by G* its infinitesimal generator, and by X* the
set of all its stationary points:

Y ={peL*(K,v):Qfp=p,t>0}.
Though the following lemma is standard, we give a proof, however, for
reader’s convenience. We shall denote by 1 the functions identically equal
to 1.
LEMMA 5.4.  Q; has the following properties:
(i) For all ¢ >0 v-a.e., one has Qfp >0 v-a.e.
(il) X* is a lattice, that is, if p € X* then |p| € X*.

PRrROOF. Let ¢y > 0 v-a.e. Then for all ¢ >0 v-a.e. and all £ > 0 we have

/ Qepipo dv z/ ©Qivpo dv > 0.
K K

This implies that 1y > 0 v-a.e., and (i) is proved.
Let us prove (ii). Assume that ¢ € ¥*, so that p(z) = Qfp(z). Then we
have

(5.13) lp(@)| = Q7 p()] < Q7 (|o])(@).
We claim that

lp(@)l = Qi (e (x),  z—vas.

Assume by contradiction that there is a Borel subset I C K such that v(I) >
0 and

(@) < Qi (leh(x)  Veel

Then we have

(514 [ le@do) < [ Qileh@wdo)
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On the other hand,

] Qiel) du= Qi) ) zaean = (Il Drzagaes = [ Il d
which is in contradiction with (5.14). O

The following result is a generalization of a similar result concerning the
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup proved in [8].

PROPOSITION 5.5.  There exists an invariant measure ( of QQy which is
absolutely continuous with respect to v. Moreover

a¢ _ o
= —=c L*(K,v).
p dV e ( 7V)

PROOF. Let A >0 be fixed. Clearly 1 € D(G) and we have G1 = 0.
Consequently % is an eigenvalue of (A — G)~! since

1
— -1 — —
(A -G)'1=11.

Moreover % has finite multiplicity because (A\I —G)~! is compact. Therefore
(M — G)™1)* is compact as well and § is an eigenvalue for (A — G)™)*.
Consequently there exists p € L2(K,v) not identically equal to zero such
that

(5.15) (AT =& )p=1p.

It follows that p € D(G) and G*p = 0. Since ¥* is a lattice, p can be chosen
to be nonnegative and such that [, pdv =1.
Now set

((dz) = p(x)v(dx), reK.

We claim that ¢ is an invariant measure for (). In fact taking the inverse
Laplace transform in (5.15) we find that

Qip=p,
which implies that for any ¢ € L?(K,v),

/ QupdC =/ Quppdv =/ Qi pdv =/ pdc.
K K K K
The proof is complete. [J

Notice now that, since % € L*(K,v) there is a natural inclusion of L?(K, v)
in L'(K,() so, we can introduce the linear operator in L'(K,(),
(5.16) Np:D(N)cC L*(K,v) — L' (K,¢),  Npg:=Ge.

This is the final result of the paper.
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PROPOSITION 5.6.  Operator N defined by (5.16) is dissipative in L' (K, ()
and its closure 1s m-dissipative.

PROOF. The dissipativity of operator Np in L'(K,() follows from the
fact that measure ( is invariant for Np and a standard argument; see [11].
Moreover the range of A\I — Ng contains L?(K,v) for A > \g which is dense

in L'(K,(). So, the conclusion follows from the Lumer-Phillips theorem.
O

6. An example.

ExAMPLE 6.1. Consider the stochastic equation

dX(t) — AX(t)dt + Ng (X (t))dt > dWy, in (0,00) x O,
(6.1) { X(t)=0, on 00,
X(0) ==, in O,

where O is a bounded and open interval of R, and
K ={z € L*(0): |zl 2(0) < p}-

Then the previous results apply with H = L?(0), A= —A, D(A) = H}(O)N
H?(0).

Thus the Markov semigroup P; generated by N in this case is given by
(Prpo)(x) = p(t,x) where

p € C1([0,00); L*(L*(0),v)) N C([0,00); W (K, v)) N W (K, v; L*(0))

is the solution to infinite-dimensional parabolic equation
d
= [ ettoyw@pdo)
K

- /K ( /O Do(t, z)(§) Dy (x)(£) d§) v(dz),  Vt>0,
()0(07x) = cpo(a:), ve L2(O)
for all ¢ € W1’2(K,1/),

A more general case is that where

(6.2) K ={se1(0): [ ja(©)de <7},

where j:R — R is a C* function such that 0 < j(r) < C17?, j"(r) > Cy > 0,
Vr € R. In this latter case

z:{x: A j<x<s>>d5=p2} and  Ni(2)(6) = AVj@(©)}aso  VreS.
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APPENDIX

Here we shall present for the reader’s convenience a few results on co-aerea
formula used in Section 2.1, under additional conditions on g, Hypothesis
Al

A.1. The co-area formula. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and u =
Ng a nondegenerate Gaussian measure in H. Let (ex) be the complete or-
thonormal basis in H corresponding to the eigenvalues ()\), a sequence of
positive numbers, that is, Qe = Arer, k € N.

Let us recall the integration by parts formula

1
(A1) / Dhsm,bduz—/ Dpippdp + A—/ Thpt) dp
H H h JH

for any ¢ bounded and Borel.
We are given a Borel bounded mapping ¢: H — R of class C? such that

HYPOTHESIS A.1.
[ Tr[QD%*g(x)]
hi= [ Dy
[ (D%g(x)- QY%g(x), Q% g(x))
(A.2) Iy = /H DL

z,Dg(x
Ig::/lqm,u(daz)<oo.

p(dz) < oo,

p(dz) < oo,

REMARK A.2. Let p be a nonnegative C? real function such that for
some ¢>0, meN

() +[p" () < et +1™),  [p'(r)]=c
and set g(z) = p(|z|?). Then we have
_ 20" (|2)|QY 2 + o/ (Ja*) Tr Q

I
! o (|2]2)| Q2|2 ’
1, = 420 ) + P/ ()
o ([2]2)| Q122
2
I |

(2|2 ]
Then it is not difficult to see that Hypothesis A.1 is fulfilled. Let us check
for instance that

1
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We have in fact

| 1/12 2 :/+Oo et al? gy
QY2 0 ’

so that
oo 1/2 2 Foo X 1
le/ dt/ et ,u(da:):/ —dt
0 H 0 kl;[l V1+2tA2
400 3 1
< / [[ ——
0 Sy /14262

We denote by pg := g4 the law of g on (R, B(R)). Then for any ¢:R — R
it holds

(A4) /R p(r)pg(dr) = /H o(g(x))u(dx

We are going to show following [4] that, under Hypothesis A.1, gup < ¢,
where £ is the Lebesgue measure on R, using the well-known sufficient con-

dition
=

(A.5) ’/ @' (r)pg(dr)
PROPOSITION A.3.  Assume that Hypothesis A.1 is fulfilled. Then gup =
pg <L L.

dt < +o0.

<Clello  VeeCy(H).

Proor. We claim that

| #lota)ntda)
H

_ Tr[QD?g(x)]
- /H 90(9(%))—|Q1/2Dg($)|2u(dw)

o (2) - Q/2g(x), Q" g(w))
> g\x
-2 vls Qg M
Dg(z))
* f, |@f/2Dgg< )
which will yield the conclusion.
Since

(Dy(g(x)),QDg(2)) = ¢'(9(2))|Q"*Dg(x)?,
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we have

1

[, @Nntn) = [ s (Do), QDo)

Using (A.1) yields

& Dig(x)
- kg e /H Dit(0(®)) i oy (40

/ _ - Dyg(x)

[ # an(an) = Sx [ Dielo) 'y nae)
o Dyg(x)
> | #la@)y [—, 57 Dg(x)P]u(daz)

= Dyg(x)
+ kg /H or00) (i )
But
[ Diglx) | Diglr) 53 ADiDigla)Dygle)

"1QV2Dg(2)] ~ [Q2Dy(x)? QU2 Dg(x)]*
Therefore

| #(g(a)ntda)

H

= Dyg(x)
e / Do 9(2)) (172 )

00 2 T
=Y o) )
k=1

Q'/2Dg(x)[?
> 521 AjDeDjg(z)Djg(z)

:_ng’“/fﬁf@(Q(m)D’“g(“) Qg M

— . N (C)) .
3 [, meeltal) plda)

So, (A.5) follows. O

Q'/2Dg(x)[?

The following result can be proved similarly.

COROLLARY A .4.

Assume that Hypothesis A.1 is fulfilled and let f be

bounded and Borel. Then pipq < L.
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A.2. Surface measure. We denote by K the closed set K = {g(z) <1}
and set

Y, ={g(x)=r}, Y¥=3.

We recall the disintegration formula, see, for example, [19, 20]. For any
@:H — R bounded and Borel we have.

(A7) [ etomtan = [

where (my)y>0 is a family of Borel measures on [0,+00) such that the sup-
port of m, is included on X,.
Set

(e (d) | g )
Xr

alr)= [ du=py(0.1))
{g<r}
By Proposition A.3 « is a.e. differentiable on (0,00). We set

1
im — dx).
—02h r—h<g(z)<r+h IU( )

Now let f bounded and Borel and set
ap(r)= [ = (Fy(0.1))
{g<r}

Then by Corollary A.4 it follows that oy is a.e. differentiable. We set

1
Pp— , J— 1
/Er F@W)ou, (dy) == a’s(r) = }1}1_)1110 ) hegrerin f(z)p(dx), a.e. 7> 0.

ou(Ey):=a(r)=1

We finally prove.

THEOREM A.5. Let f € By(H). Then we have

+00
(A3 [ f@utdz) =[] [ o), @) ar
PrROOF. Using the disintegration formula (A.7) we have a.e. on (0,00)
.1
. f(o)ou,(do) =: lim — o) ih f(x)p(dx)
) 1 r+h p S g

By Lebesgue’s theorem we deduce that

[ o), do) = /g Ly S @), (), e r>0,
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which yields

/ f(o)ou, (do), a.e. r>0.

1
/g gy f@meldn) = —o [

Now the conclusion follows by substituting this into (A.7). O
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